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CBS! "Tnci dentally, th© search of the book depository for curtain 
rods was negative.” (Page 5) 

Pact! There was no search of the building: for curtain rods. WW 22 
reveals that not until August 31, 1964 , did the Commission 
ask the Dallas FBI to ask Hoy Truly* buildlrg manager* ”if 
he knows of any curtain rods being found in the TSW building 
after November 22, 1963.” Also* why "after* Rove oh ©r 22? 

Why not* w y©r© any found that day?” 

CBS* "Dospit© the dispute about just haw he carried the package* 
the reasonable answer to this question is that he did take £ 
rifle t© th© Book Depository Building." (Page 6) 

Fact! Aside from the quibbling CBS language* that he took "a rifle” 
when th® only rifle In the entire world at issue was the 
Harmlicher-C arc anno C-2766* here CBS flies into the face of 
1001? of the evidence. It also ignored the testimony of th© 
only isan In the world who saw Oswald enter th© building* Jack 
Dougherty (Whitewash 19) #10 testified* "positively he had 
nothing la his hands.” CBS does not mention him. 

CBS! "Despite these discrepancies* his co-workers knew and 

certainly saw Oswald. Th© CBS Mews answer! Oswald was in 
the Book Depository Building when the shots were fired* most 
probably on the sixth floor." (Pages 6-9) 

Fact! T is again Is a quibble* The essential conclusion is that 
newaid was in that sixth-floor window with the C-2766 rifle 
in his hands* and nS. the credible evidence Is to the contrary. 
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Fact! 



/O that kj J A-fr t 

f^ornant o t t hj<S. & t-> oc t-i n <i 

Tf 110 * ms ia fe'^lolng and was not A ’ te±^ he was innocent 
also* , me testimony cpoted by CBS Is exhaustively dealt with 
and was first In the first two WFfIT SWASH books, which 
are not mentioned. The quoted testimony of the three Hogroee 
i® disputed by the incontrovertible evidence of the suppressed 
Hughsg film, which CK? also suppressed (PHOTOGRAPHIC WHXTTSWASK 
2?8-80), which shows the A- were not where they testified they 
were, that the Dillard picture was taken later than the popart 
ane* CiX> sa ^"* atK * the critical mom© nfc of the actual 

assassination, there was neither a man nor a flfle in that 
window. Further, CBS suppressed official proof that Oswald 
was then on tb® first floor, as did the Commission, although 
1^ hafi itf h&vl rg asked m® %% m 

”... three sheila, later identified as fired from Oswald’s 
rifle, were found 42 minutes after the shots... * (p a g© 9) 

mese shells wars not proved to have been used in the assassin- 
ation, the key thing CBS emits, it says they were "fired from 
hswald’s rifle," but when? There Is pertinent evidence bearing 
on this suppressed from the Feport (WTSmiH , SH 28). it is from 
J. Edgar Hoover and la that these shells had been fired pra- 
vimssly on at least on© occasion, and Included the marking* on 

021 ***• shell found in the rifle, f© add 

to this suppression, as CBS does, the fact of th© finding of 
tne shells 4t minutes later and of the rifle ten minutes after 
taat, is to try and lend an air of authenticity to its misre- 
presentation, far there is no evidence that the shells were 



1, Fag® 3 



3 



CBS* 



UB0£1 St **“* 815,3 355 «M assassination. CKi also 

suppressed the fact that, shea the opportunity to tie the 
bullet and the fronts to the assassination by Keane of the 
residues on then, the residues were wiped off the bullet and 
neither the «I on its own nor the Cession did anything 
about it {SMTSWASH 163), dld not malrze what retained or 
those residues. The FBI am the emission suppressed the 
spec trogr aphis analysis by vhlch the bullet and the fragments 
oould have been aonnacted with the assassination. CBS sup. 
pressed this unpardonable suppression, of whie, it to*,. Th to 
r.*os the CBS -conclusion- on page 11 nor. dishonest. It 
reads, "Pros the ballistics evidence it aeons that the answer 
to the question f whether Oswald's rifle was f !red free the 
building is joa." There Is no such evidence, without "con- 
eluding- that Oswald was in tbs window, and taking lt miad 
not, CBS accomplished the Plantine of this mi.lrform.tIon in 
the minds of Its audience with semantics. It then said, 

"...it appears that Oswald had the opportune and the murder 
weapon, - which neither it nor the Commission proved. The 
suppressed and ignored evidence is to tho contrary. 

CrU1C * • Pg “ *“* Hrfvey Oswald could not have 
fired his rifle fast enough or accurately enough to be the 

sole assassin... How many shots were fired... how long did It 
tahe to fire then*- (Pape 11). The conclusions flowing from 
tnis are (Page 11*), "From our ewn tests wen were convinced 

“** a - £ - - 1 ° 11116 "■mi ““ll *>° fired in 5.6 second, or 
loss, and wte reasonable accuracy..." (pa GS ij. ). Part rt th0 
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basis f cr this erroneous, and quit© immaterial, conclusion is 
that *W© have shown that the 2aprud@r camera was quit© possibly 
running: slower t&au the commission thought" (paga 20)* 

Fact! Tb© last st at ©mast is a plain, unalloyed lie* The best that 

©an b© said for what CBS said It showed Is that other ©amor as 
of the same make could run slower* It did not in any wsy 
address the speed or tests of the particular camera 2apruder 
ueed, the only thing that Is pertinent* Both the FBI and 
Boll & Howell agree that the camera could not have run slower 
than a little more than 18 frames per second* 

Entirely liman terial is what others could do with a rifle like 
Oswald*® (and here CBS, like the Commission before It , failed 
to show that this rifle was, at the tire of the assassination, 
Oswald* s and in his possession)* Oswald was "a rather poor 
shot 0 , according to the Commandant of the Marin© Corps (WHITS- 
WASH 30) • With that particular rifle* after it had been 
over, the best shots tb® Commission could get, and under 
altered eircutftsfcanee® to make the shooting easier, could not 
duplicate the shooting attributed to him (WHITEWASH 2b)* The 
CBS "test" is meaningless except as propaganda* 

Moreover, the CBS teat, rigged and dishonest as it was, prcfced 
the opposite of its conclusion* CBS refused to make public 
the results of its test, did not include them In It a four 
hots’ s of the broadcasts, and declined t© give them to mo* When 
they failed al so to give them to Mrs • Sylvia Meagher, ©h© 
wrote an! hid CBS exactly what its tests did prove, that Its 
eleven experts (which *>swaXd was not). In 3? attempts, could 
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jlgfe-gggfl.be recorded in 17 eases because the bold humt and the 
rifle either not be fired In time or the bullet .learned 

end It raild not he fired at all * Hot a single expert CBS 
rifleman duplicated the ih opting attributed to Oswald . In 
order to iraka oven this very poor record poa« Ibis , CBS care- 
fully framed the target, which was going In .a predictable 
straight 11m and with no obstruct Iona, like a blowing tree 
in the way, with a dark background to focus the ay© on the 
target* The President was not this accommodating to his 
assassins* 

CBS B .**that hit (the first shot to hit the President) must have 
occurred somawh^o between frames 210 and 22 $ of fch© Zapruder 
film* As to Just where, we *11 have some intriguing new 
evidence In a few minutes,** (page 13) 

Facts Both of these statements are false* Th® President was hit 
before Frame 210, as bheCraafclssion*© own evidence, totally 
ignored by CBS, proves (W*TTTEWASH It, “Willi* TH HIS 9 WW 

FA. MS*). 

This ”naw” evidence? That follows* 

CBS! *It was first called to our attention by a distinguished 

physicist. Dr. Luis Alvaros, of the University of California 
at Berkeley” (page 15 )* 

Fact! Identically this same infarct at ion was first called to CBS* 
attention by me In early 1966 (WHITEWASH 4?). Later I 
published additional detail in WH IT WASH II* Who at CBS? 

His predecessor (then his superior) and the executive pro- 
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dueer of this series of shows, Leslie Midgley himself* 1 re- 
posted this in May 1966 and thereafter to a numb or of other 
CBS lews personnel. Including some who worked on this series* 
What Is this B n@w evidence”? 

CBS* B Wyokcff t**in frame 190*** something east have h&ppeded to Mr* 

Fapruder when h© was — something must have startled him when 
h© was holding his camera* •* and he Jumped a little hit with 
the camera** {pages 16-75 

Fact! WHITEWASH, page 1*7 * ” Beginning with Frame 190 , this suddenly 

becomes fussy* Bottling had changed — the exposure was the 
same** • As any amateur photographer knows, this clearly roe am 
that the change was in Zaprader* He was no lopgar holding the 
camera still* The slight motion imparted to the camera by his 
emotions at what h© saw** .only reasonable explanation* 8 
And exactly the saiae thing Is true of Frames 227 (page 17) and 
WHITEWASH II, {pages 179, 213# 221} * 

But at this point, CBS protends there were but three such 
fussy spots in the Zaprudor film, which, it ©ays, mean® three 
shot® were fired* It ha® not answered my questions, why it 
did not also report what it knew* that there were a half- 
d ozen such so ota in the Zaoruder film, and did this not mean 
that a half-dozen shots were fired if the CBS argument is 

5 * 1^5 

valid for 
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The Zapruder film "serves as a clock* If we know the exact 
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speed the clock was running... possible to determine not only 

how many shots wore fired* but the amount 
of tlia® between them.. .If the tliao between the shots was less 
than the tlm© necessary to operate Oswald’s cheap bolt action 
rifle* ...then obviously he was not the sol© assassin (page 12} 
...But If the clock was not right.. .the time span of the shots 
...would be affected. Curiously, most of the critics them- 
selves accept the 18.3 speed without a question - except one, 
who Insists it was running at 21* frames, as could have 
happened if the control had b ©on depressed. So, we decided to 
see if we could clock the clock.,.* (page 19), 

~ m 07m critic, and, this is not exactly what I say 

(mnvmm X X, 180, 183-4). However, this also serves as 
additional proof that CSS knew about 1 «y earlier and copyrighted 
work that it attributed to Alvarog and afyekoff , for it also is 
in this book. What I actually said i e that the FBI proved 
there was a 3G^< error between the actual Eapruder film, pro- 
jected at 16 frame© a second, and its own crime re-enactment 
at che same speed, that th© actual fife showed 3C£ less time 
required for the assassination than the Commission said, and 
that this could exactly be accounted for if the camera were on 
slow motion at 24 fps* I then produced an FBI December 4, 

1963, report suppressed by the Commission and CBB, in which 
Zepruder is quoted as saying just this. So, CBS suppressed 
this proof of a 3<# error, proving there was less time, be- 
cause it was determined to rresant Its own misrepresentation 
that there was mors time. 
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So, CSS "clocked the clock" (page 19}* How? In not a s irr le case at 
the alow-motlon setting: ! They did this with all five of the 
cameras "tested," But all of this "testing” was calculated 
additional 4©e®ptioa, for the only real speed is that of the 
re al, the only camera used by Zjapruder, There were variation® 
of up to 25" between the cameras CBS tested. From this 
fraudulent bass, CBS concluded, in the words of the "scientist” 
Wyckoff, "they {more than one Oswald?) could have had up to 
eigiit and thirty-five hundreds of a. second — which Is a pretty 
long time,” (It is still a very short time,) 
hnldm from the fraud in pretending to test the camera at slow- 
motion, which CBS did not, it is plain trickery to pretend that 
because another camera required more time, Zapruder *s also did, 
a fact previously disproved by multiple testing by both the 
FBI and the manufacturer. Bell & Rowell, From this CBS con- 
cluded, *W® have shown that the Za.prad.er camera vras quite 
possibly running slower than the Commission thought”! (page 20 ) 
It is not possible to exaggerate the dishonesty of this con- 
clusion,” 

Comment! There is no CBS "conclusion” contrary to the Commission’s 

that CBS did not first read in WHITEWASH, which not only CBS, 
but this same Executive Producer, read. It is because 
Kidgley *s former superior, Palmer Williams, was so impressed by 
W' ? r?rWASR that he asked m if he could keep It longer so h© 
could give it to V id gley to road. Its other conelus ions, on 
the speed of the camera (which it a 3s© got from m) and "that 
a Hanoi icher-C arcane (which is not fee question at all, but 
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fcfolg- hannlieher-Careano to the exclusion of all others) could 
"be fired "more accurately than, the Commission believed*. It 
proved the opposite# 

CBS also reached * conclusions* on what It termed * secondary 
questl ons”. In each case. Its ”eo Delusions” are based on no 
fact* were not addressed at all* or are contrary to Its own 

evidence# 

CBS* With this prelude. It Is not surprising that CBS found It 
necessary to repeat what appears to have been a carefully 
sponsored 1?® , also spread at the same time by the Associated 
Press laid others* "The Warren Commission.* *did not state that 
Oswald was th ©only killer*, (page 21) 

Pact* The very first chapter of th© Report, designed to double as a 
press release, for* which it was, actually, used. Is entitled 
* Summary and Conclusions”. Under the s ub heading ”Coi» lusions”, 
the fourth Is this simple, direct, unequivocal sentence* "the 
shots which killed President Kennedy and wounded Gov ernor 
Connelly were fired by he® Harvey Oswald.” (REPORT 19) And, 
forgetting: its initial lie, CBS concluded Its final show of 
this series by telling the truth about this. There (on page 19) 
it said* 

would we be more comfortable believing that a shot was fired 
by a second assassin who m. ter la Used out of thin air for the 
purpose, fired a shot, and then vanished again into thin air, 
leaviTig behind no traco of himself, his rifle, his bullet, or 
any other sign of existence. Measured against the alternatives. 
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tn& Warren Goranls® Ion Popart is the easiest to believe and that 
is all the Report c laics # H 



